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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1-2, 4-5, 7-9, 15-19, 21-22, 24-26, 32-34 and 36 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Emerson, III (US 2003/0043974). 

Consider claims 1,4, 18, 21, 36. Emerson teaches a method of obtaining and resolving 
caller ID in a communication system, comprising selecting, by a first user, a caller ID associated 
with an identity of the first user (page(s). 5, § 0039 through 0040); transmitting, upon selection, 
the caller ID to at least one contact from a list of contacts selected from the first user's contact 
database (page(s). 5, § 0039 through 0040); and associating the first user's selected caller ED in a 
second user's communication database with the first user (page(s). 6, § 0043-0044). 

Consider claims 2, 19. Page(s) 7, § 0050, page(s) 8, § 0065 reads on the limitation 
browsing a plurality of predefined identifiers stored in the first user's database. 
Consider claims 4, 21 . Page(s) 5, § 0039 reads on the limitation creating the first user's own 
identifier. 

Consider claims 5, 22. Page(s) 6, § 0043-0044 read on the limitation storing the selected 
caller ID in a storage relating to the first user. 
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Consider claims 7-9, 24-26. Page(s) 6, § 0043 reads on the limitations detecting an event 
(i.e., receiving caller ID from an user), detecting the type of the identifier (i.e., electronic 
business card) and storing the EBC. 

Consider claims 15-17, and 32-34. Page(s) 5, § 0039 reads on the first user's ID may be 
an image, a video or an animation. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3 and 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Emerson, 
III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Awada et al (6,873,861) 

Consider claims 3, 20. Emerson does not teach browsing and downloading identifiers 
from a remote storage facility or network. 

Awada teaches browsing and downloading identifiers from a remote storage facility or 
network (column(s) 4, line(s) 48 through column(s) 5, line(s) 7) for the purpose of storing and 
providing electronic business cards to another cellular telephone user (column(s) 1, line(s) 5-12). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Awada into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 
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5. Claims 6 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Emerson, 
III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Morkel (US 2002/0052921). 

Consider claims 6, 23. Emerson does not teach transmitting the caller ID to the list of 
contacts. 

Morkel teaches transmitting the caller ID to the list of contacts (page(s) 1, If 0007; page(s) 
2, f 001 1; page(s) 3, f 0035) for the purpose of securely acquiring, handling and maintaining 
contact information (page(s) 1, f 0002, 0006). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Morkel into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 

6. Claims 10 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Emerson, III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Beaton et al (6,442,263). 

Consider claims 10, 27. Emerson does not teach overriding, upon the second user 
selecting an option, the first user's self-chosen ID information for the second user's choice of ID 
information for the first user. 

Beaton teaches overriding, upon the second user selecting an option, the first user's self- 
chosen ID information for the second user's choice of ID information for the first user (i.e., the 
user can EDIT the bizcard with new information; column(s) 7, line(s) 52-65) for the purpose of 
manipulating the CLID information to provide enhanced user interface (column(s) 3, line(s) 4-5). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Beaton into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 

7. Claims 11-14 and 28-31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Emerson, III (US 2003/0043974) in view of Toyryla et al (US 2003/0083086). 

Consider claims 11-14, and 28-31. Emerson does not teach that the ED is music, speech 
or ring tone. 

Toyryla teaches distributing electronic business cards, ringing tones and logos (page(s) 3, , 
1f 0042) for the purpose of managing group creation and membership definition between users 
using standard user-to-user communication facilities (page(s) 3, If 0042). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Toyryla into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 

8. Claim 35 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Emerson, III (US 
2003/0043974) in view of Rosecrans et al (5,889,852). 

Consider claim 35. Emerson teaches a method of obtaining and resolving caller ID in a 
communication system, comprising selecting, by a first user, a caller ED associated with an 
identity of the first user (page(s). 5, § 0039 through 0040); transmitting, upon selection, the caller 
ID to at least one contact from a list of contacts selected from the first user's contact database 
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(page(s). 5, § 0039 through 0040); and associating the first user's selected caller ID in a second 
user's communication database with the first user (page(s). 6, § 0043-0044). 

Rosecrans teaches the use of wireless phone and/or wireless communication network to 
exchange electronic business cards between subscribers or users (column(s) 4, line(s) 22-38) for 
the purpose of providing a phone with graphic user interface for use with an electronic phone 
book (column(s) 1, line(s) 53 through column(s) 2, line(s) 20). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to utilize the teachings of Rosecrans into the teachings of Emerson for the 
purpose mentioned above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Due Nguyen whose telephone number is 571-272-7503. The 
examiner can normally be reached on 7:00AM to 3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kuntz Curtis can be reached on 571-272-7499. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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